arXiv:2203.13532v1 [eess.SY] 25 Mar 2022

Frequency response of diffusion-based molecular communication channels in bounded environment*

Taishi Kotsuka^1 and Yutaka Hori^1

Abstract— Recently, molecular communication (MC) has been studied as a micro-scale communication between cells or molecular robots. In previous works, the MC channels in unbounded environment was analyzed. However, many of the experimentally implemented MC channels are surrounded by walls, thus the boundary condition should be explicitly considered to analyze the dynamics of MC channels. In this paper, we propose a framework to analyze the frequency response of one-dimensional MC channels based on a diffusion equation with a boundary. In particular, we decompose the MC channel into the diffusion system and the boundary system, and show the relation between the cut-off frequency of the MC channel and the communication distance based on the transfer function. We then analyze the frequency response of a specific MC channel and reveal that the boundary can restrict the communication bandwidth of the MC channel.

I. INTRODUCTION In nature, bacteria are known to have a molecular communication (MC) mechanism that controls the behavior of cell populations through signal molecules that can diffuse between cells [1]. In recent years, the MC has been studied as a means of micro-scale communication between cells or molecular robots [2], [3]. Especially, by forming feedback between cells or molecular robots via MC, which is called as MC systems, it would be possible to stabilize the work of individual cells and suppress the effects of noise, thereby achieving cooperative work that cannot be achieved by a single cell. The MC systems are expected to have practical applications such as target tracking, drug delivery and realtime health monitoring [4]–[8]. In [7], the potential of bacteria with the MC mechanism as a drug delivery platform was demonstrated. The engineered bacteria share information using diffusion of the signalling molecules to release drug efficiently in synchronized cycles.

For the practical application of MC systems, it is important to systematically develop analysis and design methods for MC systems. In control engineering, there are mainly two types of models for MC systems. One is the MC systems based on a reaction-diffusion model that assumes that cells are in close contact with each other. To date, several control analysis of the reaction-diffusion based MC systems were conducted [9], [10]. The other model for MC systems is the decomposed model into intracellular systems and MC

*This work was supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 21H05889, JST SPRING Grant Number JPMJSP2123, and the Keio University Doctorate Student Grant-in-Aid Program from Ushioda Memorial Fund._1

T. Kotsuka and Y. Hori are with the Department of Applied Physics and Physico-Informatics, Keio University, Kanagawa 223-8522 Japan. Correspondence should be addressed to Y. Hori. yhori@appi.keio.ac.jp

channels. Since the decomposed models can take the distance between cells into account, they are versatile in terms of applications. Control theory for intracellular biomolecular circuits was extensively studied recently [11]–[13]. However, there are not many studies on the systematical approach to design MC channels, thus it is necessary to develop controltheoretic studies of communication channels toward versatile practical application.

To construct control theory to design MC channels, the basic characteristics of MC channels such as frequency response needs to be analyzed. To date, there are only a few works that proposed system theoretic methods for MC channels [14]–[16]. In [14], the frequency response of the MC channel was analyzed based on a diffusion model of signal molecules in unbounded 3D environment. This model is suitable for MC in a large space, but not for MC channels surrounded by membranes or walls, such as the channel developed in [17]. Since bounded diffusion models are more complicated than unbounded models, one of the challenges is the system-theoretical analysis of MC channels in bounded environment.

In this paper, we propose a framework to analyze the frequency response of one-dimensional MC channels based on a diffusion equation with a boundary condition determined by the dynamics of membrane transport and its flux. The proposed method enables comparing the cut-off frequencies of the decomposed subsystems that have physical roles to identify which subsystem determines the communication bandwidth of the entire MC channel. Using the proposed approach, we show the relation between the communication distance and the cut-off frequency determined by the dynamics at the boundary. We further analyze the frequency response of the MC channel with the passive transport of specific molecules in the membrane to reveal that the dynamics at the boundary can restrict the bandwidth of the MC channel depending on the communication distance. This numerical example illustrates the importance to consider the dynamics at the boundary to analyze and design MC systems.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we introduce and model a one-dimensional MC system consisting of the diffusion layer and the boundary layer. In Section III, we decompose the MC channel into two subsystems based on the transfer functions. We then show the limitation of the communication distance by the cut-off frequency determined by the dynamics at the boundary. The frequency response of a specific MC system with the passive membrane transport in Section IV based on the decomposed

©2022 IEEE. Personal use of this material is permitted. Permission from IEEE must be obtained for all other uses, in any current or future media, including reprinting/republishing this material for advertising or promotional purposes, creating new collective works, for resale or redistribution to servers or lists, or reuse of any copyrighted component of this work in other works.

Fig. 1. The molecular communication channel with the boundary layer.

subsystems. Finally, the paper is concluded in Section V.

II. MODELING OF A MC CHANNEL We consider a one-dimensional MC channel, where signal molecules transmitted from the left end of the channel diffuse in a fluidic medium [0, L] with L being the communication distance. At the right end of the channel, the intensity of the signal is detected as the concentration of the molecule as shown in Fig. 1. The MC channel consists of two parts: the diffusion layer and the boundary layer.

In the diffusion layer, the signal molecules move in a fluidic medium according to the Fick’s first law, the flux J(t, r) at time t and location r can be calculated by the spatial gradient of the concentration of the signal molecule u(t, r) as J(t, r) = −μ∇u(t, r), (1) where ∇ is the Laplace operator, and μ is the diffusion coefficient, which is a constant that does not depend on the molecular concentration. Substituting the Fick’s first law (1) into the continuity equation ∂u(t, r) ∂t = −∇J(t, r), (2) we obtain the diffusion equation as ∂u(t, r) ∂t = μ ∂^2u(t, r) ∂r^2 . (3)

Moreover, we set the initial condition as

u(0, r) = 0. (4)

At the boundary of the receiver side, the molecular concentration u(t, L) reached at the boundary is sensed as the signal intensity, and then the information transmits to the downstream. Since the sensed molecules at the boundary bounce off the wall and diffuse in the medium again, the Neumann boundary condition is applied at the boundary of the receiver side as ∂u(t, L) ∂r = 0. (5)

In the boundary layer, there are two input sources: one comes from the upstream via a membrane or a filter, and the other flows from the diffusion layer. There are several ways for molecules to cross the membrane, and in some cases they are secreted by interacting with various other molecules in the membrane. Therefore, the dynamics of the molecular concentration v(t) in the boundary layer can be modeled by dx(t) dt = f (x(t), z(t)) , (6) v(t) = h(x(t), z(t)), where x(t) represents the concentration of molecules associated with the membrane transport. The vector z(t) = [y(t), ∂u(t, 0)/∂r]^T is an input, where y(t) is the molecular concentration in the upstream and ∂u(t, 0)/∂r is the flux from the diffusion layer. The vector f(·) is a function representing the dynamics of the membrane transport system, and the function h(·) expresses the output and the feedthrough term. Since the boundary layer corresponds to the left boundary of the diffusion layer, we apply the Dirichlet boundary condition as u(t, 0) = v(t) for the diffusion equation (3). Example. We consider the case, in which the membrane transport system is a passive transport of specific molecules depending on the difference of the concentration between inside and outside of the transmitter cell, and the molecules are sensed by receptors of the receiver cell at the right end. The dynamics (6) can be rewritten as dv(t) dt = k (y(t) − v(t)) + μ̂ ∂u(t, 0) ∂r , (7)

where k is the rate constant of molecular transport through the membrane, and μ̂ is the diffusion velocity. Here, x(t) = v(t), f(·) equals to the right hand side of Eq. (7), and h(·) = x(t). At the right end, the information transmits to the receiver cell, by which the molecules bind to the receptors. Since the molecules can be released from the receiver, we can apply the Neumann boundary condition in Eq. (5).

In the diffusion channel without a membrane, such as conventional heat diffusion channels, the communication bandwidth is limited only by the diffusion system (3). However, in the MC channel, the dynamics in the boundary layer may affect the bandwidth and the communication distance. In what follow, we analyze the frequency response of the MC channel with the boundary layer to fully characterize the input-output relation of the MC channel. To this end, we derive the transfer function of the MC channel. We then reveal the relationship between the dynamics in the boundary layer and the bandwidth in which signals can be transmitted in the MC channel.

III. FREQUENCY RESPONSE ANALYSIS OF THE MC

CHANNEL

In this section, we analyze the frequency response of the MC channel based on the transfer functions. We then show the limitation of the communication distance by the cut-off frequency determined by the dynamics in the boundary layer.

Fig. 2. The block diagram of the diffusion process.

A. Transfer characteristics of the MC channel

We first derive the transfer function of the diffusion system (3). We take Laplace transform for the time variable t and the spatial variable r to obtain the transfer function (see Appendix I). Specifically, we obtain the molecular concentration and the flux at the location r in s domain as u(s, r) = G_D (s, r)u(s, 0), (8) ∂u(s, r) ∂r = G_F (s, r)u(s, 0), (9) where G_D(s, r) = e^{− r√μ} √ s + e^{r−2L√μ} √ s 1 + e^{−2 L√μ} √ s , (10)

G_F (s, r) = √ s μ −e^{− r√μ} √ s + e^{r−2L√μ} √ s 1 + e^{−2 L√μ} √ s . (11)

Note that G_D (s, r) and G_F (s, r) can be decomposed into the feedback connection of exponential transfer functions as shown in Fig. 2, where e^{−R√s/√μ} represents a transfer function of diffusion for distance R when the right boundary exists at infinity with the boundary condition u(t, ∞) = 0. The structure of Fig. 2 indicates the physical phenomenon of diffusion, such as the feedback loop by the exponential transfer function represents that the signal reaching location L bounces off the wall.

Since the molecular concentration at r = L is sensed as signal intensity and the flux at r = 0 inputs into the boundary layer in the MC channel shown in Fig. 1, we need the diffusion transfer function to r = L and the flux transfer function to r = 0, that is, G_D(s, L) = 2e^{− L√μ} √ s 1 + e^{−2 L√μ} √ s , (12)

G_F (s, 0) = √ s μ −1 + e^{−2 L√μ} √ s 1 + e^{−2 L√μ} √ s . (13)

Next, we consider the transfer functions of the dynamics in the boundary layer. We linearize the system (6) as

v(s) = G_1(s)y(s) + G_2(s) ∂u(s, 0) ∂r , (14)

Fig. 3. The block diagram of the molecular communication channel.

where G_1(s) is the transmission system that outputs the molecular concentration in the boundary layer for the input from the molecular concentration in the upstream system, and G_2(s) is the system that outputs the molecular concentration in the boundary layer for the input from the concentration gradient at the left boundary of the diffusion layer.

Putting the diffusion layer and the boundary layer together, the block diagram of the whole MC channel can be expressed as shown in Fig. 3. Note that the system without a membrane assumes G_1(s) = 1 and G_2(s) = 0 since the input y(s) directly determines the value u(s, 0) at r = 0.

B. Limitation of communication distance by bandwidth We analyze the frequency response of the MC channel based on the transfer functions. First, we decompose the MC channel into subsystems and clarify the role of each subsystem in the channel. We then show the limitation of the communication distance by the cut-off frequency of the decomposed subsystems.

We decompose the MC channel shown in Fig. 3 into two subsystems: the diffusion system G_D(s, L) and the boundary system G_B (s) as u(s, L) = G_D (s, L)G_B (s)y(s), (15) where

G_B (s) =

G_1(s) 1 − G_2(s)G_F (s, 0)

(16)

is the transfer function representing the dynamics of the membrane transport of signal molecules. It should be noted that the existence of the boundary layer, G_B (s), is the unique feature of the MC channel, since G_B (s) = 1 when the signal molecules from the upstream system are directly input to the diffusion layer, i.e. u(t, 0) = y(t). Therefore, we here aim to analyze the impact of the boundary system G_B (s) on the communication bandwidth of the MC channel.

We consider the cut-off frequency of the MC channel to analyze the communication bandwidth. The cut-off frequency of the MC channel is dominated by the smallest cutoff frequency in the subsystems G_B (s) and G_D(s, L). Thus, comparing the cut-off frequencies of the decomposed subsystems, we can find which subsystem restricts the bandwidth of the MC channel. We define the cut-off frequency as the smallest frequency, where the gain reaches -6 dB. In what follows, we find the cut-off frequency of the diffusion system ω_D. We first show that the gain of the diffusion transfer function G_D(s, L) is a monotonically decreasing function. We then find the relation between the cut-off frequency of G_D(s, L) and the communication distance L using binary search.

Proposition 1. Consider the diffusion transfer function G_D(s, L) in Eq. (12). The gain of the diffusion transfer function |G_D (jω, L)| = 2e^{−ω̂} (1 + 2e^{−2ω̂} cos (2ω̂) + e^{−4ω̂})^12

(17)

is a monotonically decreasing function for ω̂ > 0, where ω̂ = L √ ω/ √ 2μ. Proof. We consider the derivative of the gain of the diffusion transfer function as d|G_D (jω, L)| dω̂ = 2e^{−ω̂}(−1 + 2e^{−2ω̂} sin 2ω̂ + e^{−4ω̂}) H(ω̂) , (18)

where

H(ω̂) = ((1 + e^{−2ω̂} cos (2ω̂))^2 + e^{−4ω̂} sin^2 2ω̂)^{32} . (19)

Since H(ω̂) ≥ 0, we show

−1 + 2e^{−2ω̂} sin 2ω̂ + e^{−4ω̂} < 0 (20)

for all ω̂ ≥ 0. Eq. (20) is equivalent to

F (ω̂) := e^{−4ω̂} + 2e^{−2ω̂} sin 2ω̂ < 1 for ∀ω̂ > 0. (21)

F (ω̂) can be bounded from above as

F (ω̂) ≤ e^{−π} + 2e^{− π2} < 1 (22)

for ω̂ > π/4. Thus, the statement (21) is not violated if it is not for 0 < ω̂ ≤ π/4. In what follows, we consider the range 0 < ω̂ ≤ π/4. We take the derivative of the function F (ω̂) as dF (ω̂) dω̂ = −4e^{−2ω̂}(e^{−2ω̂} + sin (2ω̂) − cos (2ω̂)). (23)

M(ω̂) := e^{−2ω̂} + sin (2ω̂) in Eq. (23) is minimized when e^{−2ω̂} − cos (2ω̂) = 0 since the derivative of the function M(ω̂) is dM(ω̂) dω̂ = −2e^{−2ω̂} + 2 cos (2ω̂). (24)

Substituting e^{−2ω̂} − cos (2ω̂) = 0 into Eq. (23), we have dF (ω̂) dω̂ ≤ −4e^{−2ω̂} sin (2ω̂) < 0 (25)

for 0 < ω̂ ≤ π/4. Since F (0) = 1, Eq. (21) is not violated. Thus, Eq. (20) holds for all ω̂ ≥ 0 implying that Eq. (18) is negative for ω̂ ≥ 0. Therefore, the gain of the diffusion transfer function |G(jω, L)| monotonically decreases for ω̂ ≥ 0.

The cut-off frequency, where the gain reaches -6 dB is uniquely determined since |G(jω, L)| is a monotonically decreasing function. Calculating 20 log |G(jω, L)| = −6 by binary search, we obtain ω̂ = 1.44 which leads to

ω_D = 4.14 μ L^2

. (26)

Moreover, the condition of the communication distance L for not further restricting the bandwidth of the signal output from the boundary layer by the diffusion layer, namely ω_D ≥ ω_B , is determined by L ≤ 2.03 √ μ ω_B , (27)

where ω_B is the cut-off frequency of the boundary system. This can be an indicator to design the communication distance of MC channels if ω_B is known.

It should be noted that the cut-off frequency ω_B is determined by the transmission system G_1(s), the system G_2(s), and the flux system G_F (s, 0). While the characteristics of the systems G_1(s) and G_2(s) are not specified, we know that G_F (s, 0) works like a differential element since |G_F (s, 0)| goes 0 when s → 0, and |G_F (s, 0)| goes ∞ when s → ∞ in Eq. (13).

Note that G_B (s) can be decomposed into the transmission system G_1(s) and the flux feedback system G_{F F} (s), where

G_{F F} (s) = 1 1 − G_2(s)G_F (s, 0)

. (28)

This decomposition is used in the next section to interpret G_B (s) in more detail. Moreover, we define the cut-off frequency of G_1(s) and G_{F F} (s) as ω_1 and ω_{F F} , respectively.

IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE In this section, we consider an example of a specific MC channel with biological parameters and analyze its frequency response. We show using the example that the boundary system largely affects the communication bandwidth of the MC channel. In addition, we analyze the relation between the communication distance and the limitation of the bandwidth and verify Eq. (27).

Suppose the signal molecules are generated in a transmitter cell. In the boundary layer, the signal molecules are emitted from, or absorbed to the transmitter cell since they can go through the membrane freely with the rate constant of molecular transport k. Similarly, the signal molecules in the diffusion layer flows into/out the boundary layer. Thus, the dynamics in the boundary layer can be modeled by Eq. (7), where the diffusion velocity μ̂ can be calculated by the Einstein–Smoluchowski relation [18]. Thus, the transfer functions G_1(s) and G_2(s) as

G_1(s) = k s + k , G_2(s) = μ̂ s + k , (29)

from which G_B (s) is obtain as

G_B (s) = k s + k − μ̂G_F (s) . (30)

In the diffusion layer, the signal molecules transmitted from the left boundary diffuse in a fluidic medium and are sensed by the receptors at the right boundary. Therefore, the dynamics in the diffusion layer can be modeled by the diffusion equation (3) with the Dirichlet boundary condition u(t, 0) = v(t) at r = 0 and the Neumann boundary condition

TABLE I PARAMETER SETS FOR THE ANALYSIS OF THE MC CHANNEL

Parameter Value Reference k 5.0 × 10^{−2} s^{−1} [19] μ 4.9 × 10^2 μm^2 · s^{−1} [20] μ̂ 9.9 μm · s^{−1} [18], [20]

Fig. 4. The gain diagram of the MC channel, the transmission system, the flux feedback system, and the diffusion system for L = 100 μm.

Eq. (5) at r = L. Thus, the transfer function of the diffusion system G_D(s, L) is obtained as Eq. (12).

We analyze the frequency response of the whole MC channel and the decomposed subsystems G_1(s), G_{F F} (s), and G_D(s, L). We use the parameter sets shown in Table I. These parameter values are adopted from widely used parameters for numerical simulations of diffusion of molecules in synthetic biology.

Fig. 4 illustrates the gain of the MC channel, the transmission system G_1(s), the flux feedback system G_{F F} (s), and the diffusion system G_D(s, L) when the communication distance is L = 100 μm. The gain of the MC channel (blue line) can be obtained by adding the gain of each subsystem together. Since the transmission system G_1(s) is the first order lag system, the cut-off frequency of the transmission system is ω_1 = √ 3k. This implies that the bandwidth of the input signal to the membrane is initially restricted by the cut-off frequency ω_1. Then, it passes through the membrane. The cut-off frequency of G_D (s, L) defined in Section III-B is ω_D = 0.18 rad/s. Since the cut-off frequency of the flux feedback system ω_{F F} (s) is the smallest cut-off frequencies in the subsystems, Fig. 4 shows that the dynamics in the boundary layer restricts the bandwidth the MC channel. This result implies that the dynamics in the boundary should be considered when one designs MC channels.

Remark 1. The gain of G_{F F} (s) is basically 0 dB and have a dip around ω = 0.06 rad/s. The reason why the dip forms in the gain diagram of G_{F F} (s) would be that G_2(s)G_F (s) is the band-pass filter around ω = k because G_2(s) is the low-pass filter and G_F (s) works like a differential element. Since G_{F F} (s) is the feedback system by the band-pass filter G_2(s)G_F (s), the peak of the gain of G_2(s)G_F (s) would

Fig. 5. The gain diagram of the MC channel with the different communication distances.

causes the dip formation in the gain of G_{F F} (s) around ω = k. Therefore, it seems that the cut-off frequency ω_{F F} tends to be around ω = k.

We have seen that the cut-off frequencies ω_1 and ω_{F F} can restrict the bandwidth of the input signal to the boundary layer in Fig. 4. It is necessary for the design to find the communication distance L to avoid further bandwidth limitation by diffusion layer. Therefore, we analyze the frequency response of the MC channel for different communication distances L = 10 μm, L = 100 μm, and L = 1 mm as shown in Fig. 5. When L = 10 μm and L = 100 μm, the cut-off frequency of the MC channel is determined by ω_B since the communication distance satisfies L ≤ 2.03 √ μ/ω_B. On the other hand, when L = 1 mm, ω_D is dominant and largely restricts the bandwidth comparing to ω_1 and ω_{F F} since L > 2.03 √ μ/ω_B . Thus, Fig. 5 shows that which subsystem determines the bandwidth of the MC channel, the diffusion system or the boundary system, depends on the distance, and Eq. (27) can be an indicator of this relation.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed a one-dimensional MC model with a boundary layer, and analyzed the frequency response of the proposed MC model based on the transfer functions. Moreover, we have shown the range of the communication distance L that does not affect the bandwidth of the signal output from the boundary layer. Finally, by analyzing the frequency responses of a specific MC channel, we have shown that the boundary layer can restrict the bandwidth of the whole MC channel.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank Prof. Daisuke Tsubakino for helpful discussion for our theoretical development.

APPENDIX I DERIVATION OF THE DIFFUSION TRANSFER FUNCTION (8)

AND THE FLUX TRANSFER FUNCTION (9)

We derive the diffusion transfer function G_D (s, r) and the flux transfer function G_F (s, r) based on the calculation in

[21]. By taking Laplace transform of Eq. (3) for time t, we obtain su(s, r) = μ ∂^2u(s, r) ∂r^2 . (31)

Similarly, Lapace transform of Eq. (31) for the spatial variable r leads to s μ u(s, p) = p^2u(s, p) − pu(s, 0) − ∂u(s, 0) ∂r , (32)

where p is the frequency variables for space. Eq. (32) can be decomposed into the partial fractions u(s, p) = 1 2 1 p + √_s μ + 1 p − √_s μ u(s, 0) (33)

+ 1 2 √_s μ 1 p − √_s μ − 1 p + √_s μ ∂u(s, 0) ∂r . Taking the inverse Laplace transformation for space, we have u(s, r) = 1 2 ( e^− √_{sμ r} + e √_{sμ r}) u(s, 0) (34) + 1 2 √_s μ ( e √_{sμ r} − e^− √_{sμ r}) ∂u(s, 0) ∂r . Since the derivative of u(s, r) can be calculated as ∂u(s, r) ∂r = √_s μ 2 ( −e^− √_{sμ r} + e √_{sμ r}) u(s, 0) (35) + 1 2 ( e √_{sμ r} + e^− √_{sμ r}) ∂u(s, 0) ∂r , by applying the Neumann boundary condition (5), we have ∂u(s, 0) ∂r = √ s μ e^− √_{sμ L} − e √_{sμ L} e √_{sμ L} + e^− √_{sμ L} u(s, 0). (36) By substituting Eq. (36) into Eq. (34) and Eq. (35), we obtain u(s, r) = G_D (s, r)u(s, 0), (37) ∂u(s, r) ∂r = G_F (s, r)u(s, 0), (38)

where G_D(s, r) = e^{− r√μ} √ s + e^{r−2L√μ} √ s 1 + e^{−2 L√μ} √ s , (39)

G_F (s, r) = √ s μ −e^{− r√μ} √ s + e^{r−2L√μ} √ s 1 + e^{−2 L√μ} √ s . (40)

REFERENCES

[1] T. R. de Kievit and B. H. Iglewski, “Bacterial quorum sensing in pathogenic relationships,” Infection and Immunity, vol. 68, no. 9, pp. 4839–4849, sep 2000. [Online]. Available: https://iai.asm.org/content/68/9/4839 [2] T. Suda and T. Nakano, “Molecular communication : a personal perspective,” IEEE Transactions on Nanobioscience, vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 424–432, 2018.

[3] N. Farsad, H. B. Yilmaz, A. Eckford, C. B. Chae, and W. Guo, “A comprehensive survey of recent advancements in molecular communication,” IEEE Communications Surveys and Tutorials, vol. 18, no. 3, pp. 1887–1919, 2016.

[4] M. Femminella, G. Reali, and A. V. Vasilakos, “Molecular communications model for drug delivery,” IEEE Transactions on Nanobioscience, vol. 14, no. 7, pp. 935–945, 2015.

[5] W. Gao and J. Wang, “Synthetic micro/nanomotors in drug delivery,” Nanoscale, vol. 6, pp. 10 486–10 494, 2014. [Online]. Available: http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4NR03124E [6] C. A. Söldner, E. Socher, V. Jamali, W. Wicke, A. Ahmadzadeh, H. G. Breitinger, A. Burkovski, K. Castiglione, R. Schober, and H. Sticht, “A survey of biological building blocks for synthetic molecular communication systems,” IEEE Communications Surveys Tutorials, vol. 22, no. 4, pp. 2765–2800, 2020.

[7] M. O. Din, T. Danino, A. Prindle, M. Skalak, J. Selimkhanov, K. Allen, E. Julio, E. Atolia, L. S. Tsimring, S. N. Bhatia, and J. Hasty, “Synchronized cycles of bacterial lysis for in vivo delivery,” Nature, vol. 536, no. 7614, pp. 81–85, 2016. [Online]. Available: http://www.nature.com/articles/nature18930 [8] U. A. Chude-Okonkwo, R. Malekian, B. T. Maharaj, and A. V.

Vasilakos, “Molecular Communication and Nanonetwork for Targeted Drug Delivery: A Survey,” IEEE Communications Surveys and Tutorials, vol. 19, no. 4, pp. 3046–3096, 2017.

[9] T. Kotsuka and Y. Hori, “Disturbance response analysis of cell-to-cell communication systems based on spatial frequency decomposition,” in IFAC-PapersOnLine, vol. 52, no. 26. Elsevier Ltd, 2019, pp. 65–69. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ifacol.2019.12.237 [10] Y. Hori, H. Miyazako, S. Kumagai, and S. Hara, “Coordinated spatial pattern formation in biomolecular communication networks,” IEEE Transactions on Molecular Biological and Multi-Scale Communications, vol. 6, no. 2, pp. 111–121, 2015.

[11] D. Del Vecchio, A. J. Dy, and Y. Qian, “Control theory meets synthetic biology,” Journal of The Royal Society Interface, vol. 13, no. 120, p. 20160380, jul 2016. [Online]. Available: https://royalsocietypublishing.org/doi/10.1098/rsif.2016.0380 [12] T. P. Prescott and A. Papachristodoulou, “Synthetic biology:

A control engineering perspective,” in 2014 European Control Conference (ECC). IEEE, jun 2014, pp. 1182–1186. [Online]. Available: http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/6862638/ [13] G. T. Reeves, “The engineering principles of combining a transcriptional incoherent feedforward loop with negative feedback,” Journal of Biological Engineering, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 1–11, 2019.

[14] M. Pierobon and I. Akyildiz, “A physical end-to-end model for molecular communication in nanonetworks,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 602–611, may 2010. [Online]. Available: http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5452953/ [15] M. Pierobon, “A systems-theoretic model of a biological circuit for molecular communication in nanonetworks,” Nano Communication Networks, vol. 5, no. 1-2, pp. 25–34, 2014. [Online]. Available: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nancom.2014.04.002 [16] U. A. Chude-Okonkwo, R. Malekian, and B. T. Maharaj, “Diffusioncontrolled interface kinetics-inclusive system-theoretic propagation models for molecular communication systems,” Eurasip Journal on Advances in Signal Processing, vol. 2015, no. 1, pp. 1–23, 2015. [Online]. Available: http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13634-015-0275-1 [17] A. Dupin and F. C. Simmel, “Signalling and differentiation in emulsion-based multi-compartmentalized in vitro gene circuits,” Nature Chemistry, vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 32–39, 2019. [Online]. Available: http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41557-018-0174-9 [18] a. Einstein, “Über die von der molekularkinetischen Theorie der Wärme geforderte Bewegung von in ruhenden Flüssigkeiten suspendierten Teilchen,” Annalen der Physik, vol. 322, no. 8, pp. 549–560, 1905.

[19] A. Pai and L. You, “Optimal tuning of bacterial sensing potential,” Molecular Systems Biology, vol. 5, no. 286, pp. 1–11, 2009. [Online]. Available: http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/msb.2009.43 [20] P. S. Stewart, “Diffusion in Biofilms,” Journal of Bacteriology, vol. 185, no. 5, pp. 1485–1491, mar 2003. [Online]. Available: https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/JB.185.5.1485-1491.2003 [21] R. Curtain and K. Morris, “Transfer functions of distributed parameter systems: A tutorial,” Automatica, vol. 45, no. 5, pp. 1101–1116, 2009.